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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is in response to the amendments received on January 3, 2007 and January 18, 2007. 
The Examiner acknowledges the supplemental amendment to correct a typographical error. The 
Examiner also acknowledges that claims 1-5, 7, 9, & 10 were amended, no claims were canceled, and 
claims 11-13 were added. Therefore, claims 1-13 are currently pending. 

£ tectwrz/ftestrictions 

Newly submitted claims 11-13 directed to an invention that is independent or distinct from the 
invention originally claimed for the following reasons: Newly submitted claims 11-13 are directed 
towards an invention regarding a method of displaying, controlling, and adjusting the display of symbols 
on a gaming machine. In contrast, the originally claimed invention was directed to a gaming machine 
having various components including a variable display, a stop control device, a shielding device, and 
other components. Therefore, Invention I (claims 1-10) and Invention II (claims 11-13) are patentably 
distinct for at least being subcombinations useable together, where Invention II, the method of 
displaying, controlling, and adjusting the display of symbols maybe executed on the gaming machine of 
Invention II, however, it does not necessarily require the gaming machine of Invention II. Similarly, 
Invention I stands alone without the necessity of the claimed method of Invention II. 

Since applicant has received an action on the merits for the originally presented invention, this 
invention has been constructively elected by original presentation for prosecution on the merits. 
Accordingly, claims 11-13 are withdrawn from consideration as being directed to a non-elected 
invention. See 37 CFR 1.142(b) and MPEP § 821.03. 
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Claim Objections 

Qaims 1 & 5 are objected to because of the following informalities: The first recitation of the 
phrase "under control of the CPU" in each of these claims should be "under the control of a central 
processing unit (CPU)" to avoid any lack of antecedent basis issues since the CPU was not previously 
introduced in the claims and acronyms should be completely spelled at the first use of said acronym. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Doub/e Patenting 

The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created doctrine grounded in 
public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the unjustified or improper timewise 
extension of the " right to exclude" granted by a patent and to prevent possible harassment by multiple 
assignees. A nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting rejection is appropriate where the 
conflicting claims are not identical, but at least one examined application claim is not patentably distinct 
from the reference claim(s) because the examined application claim is either anticipated by, or would 
have been obvious over, the reference claim(s). See, e.g., InreBerg, 140 F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 
(Fed. Or. 1998); In re Goodrmn, 11 F.3d 1046,29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); InreLong, 759 F.2d 
887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In m Van Ormm 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In ve 
Vcgl, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and InreUowigton, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 
(CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) or 1.321(d) maybe used to 
overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting ground provided 
the conflicting application or patent either is shown to be commonly owned with this application, or 
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claims an invention made as a result of activities undertaken within the scope of a joint research 
agreement. 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal disclaimer. 
A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 37 CFR 3.73(b). 

Gaims 1-10 are provisionally rejected on the ground of nonstatutory obviousness- type double 
patenting as being unpatentable over claims 13-16 of co- pending Application No. 10/ 697,256. Although 
the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other because. 

The Examiner submits the following table to more clearly support the non-statutory 
obviousness-type double patenting rejection. Qaim 13 from 10/ 697,256 and Claim 1 from 10/ 644,955 
are shown below, limitation for limitation, and it can be clearly seen that both applications are claiming 
the "same" subject matter. 

In the instant application, the devices are under control of CPU, however, that is inherent in a 
gaming machine, thus, in 10/697,256 the various devices would naturally be under control of CPU or 



processing system within the gaming machine. 



10/697,256 -Claim 13 

A gaming machine comprising: 


10/644,955- Claim 1 

A gaming device comprising: 


variable display devices for variably displaying 
various symbols; 


variable display device for varying a 
display of a plurality of symbols; 


a lottery device for executing a lottery of a 
winning combination; 


lottery device for executing a lottery 
for a prize pattern under control of the CPU; 


a stop control device for performing stop 
control of variable display; 


stop control device for controlling 
and stopping the variable display device 
under control of the CPU; 


a stop control selection device for selecting a 
kind of control of the stop control device in 
reference to a result of the lottery, 


stop control selection device for 
selecting a control type of the stop control 
device based on a result of the lottery under 
control of the CPU; 


a shielding device for shielding approximately 
the whole area of the variable display devices, the 
shielding device being disposed in front of the 
variable display devices; and 


shielding device for shielding a view 
of the variable display device under control 
of the CPU, the shielding device being 
disposed in front of the variable display 
device; and 
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a shielding control device for performing, in 
accordance with selection by the stop control device, 
switch control of the shielding device between a 
state enabling a player to visually recognize some of 
the symbols and another state disabling the player 
from visually recognizing some of the symbols; 
wherein the shielding control device performing, in 
accordance with a kind of stopping operation by the 
player, switch control between a first shielding state 
which is executing when the stopping operation 
matches the kind of the stop control device, and a 
second shielding state which is executing when the 
stopping operation does not match the kind of stop 
control device. 



shielding control device for 
controlling the shielding device under 
control of the CPU to either state that a 
player can see the symbols or a state that the 
player cannot see the symbols so that a 
stopping order is indicated, by controlling 
the shielding device such that (i) a display 
area of a reel that is to be stopped is in the 
state that the player can see the symbols on 
the reel and (ii) display areas of the other 
reels that are not to be stopped are in the 
state that a player can not see the symbols on 
those reels. 



The final limitation of the shielding control device in both claims are considered equivalent, such 
that based upon the stop control device the shielding state is determined and the player is able to visually 
recognize or not recognize some of the symbols. Since it appears that both applications encompass 
similar subject matter, it can be seen that the invention of 10/697,256 can be deduced from 10/ 644,955 
and vise versa. 



Therefore, the double patenting rejection is maintained. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 10J 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 
of this tide, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nishikawa QP 
Publication No. 2000-300729; translation previously provided) in view of Minoura (Japanese Patent 
Publication No. 07-124290; see attached machined English translation of the abstract, detailed 
description, claims and description of drawings). 
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Claims 1, 5-8, & 10: Nishikawa discloses the invention substantially as claimed including a 
gaming machine comprising a substantially transparent panel disposed on the display device (i.e. 
the panel on the front of the machine that provides transparent openings for a player to view the 
reels), a variable display device for varying displaying a plurality of symbols (i.e. gaming reels or 
drums), lottery device for executing a lottery for a prize pattern (i.e. random outcome), a stop 
control device for controlling and stopping the variable display device (i.e. a motor for stopping 
the reels), and a stop control selection device for selecting a control type of the stop control 
device based on a result of the lottery (i.e. setting the reels to stop at the correct positions 
corresponding to the random outcome) (see at least abstract, figures 3-5, and paragraphs 0002- 
009, 0013-0021 of English translation). Nishikawa also discloses shielding device and shielding 
control device for shielding a view of the variable display device, the shielding device being 
disposed in front of the variable display device (i.e. disable a player from viewing non- winning 
symbols via the liquid crystal display becoming opaque or colored in those positions, and enable a 
player to view the symbols associated with the winning pay line or winning combination so as to 
highlight the winning combination) See at least abstract, figures 3-5, and paragraphs 0002-0021 of 
English translation. With respect to the latter part of each limitation that requires the devices to 
be "under control of a CPU", it's inherent to the stand alone gaming machine of Nishikawa that 
each of the processes are controlled by processor or CPU. 

Nishikawa lacks explicitly disclosing that shielding occurs during the rotation of the 
variable display device such that a the area of a reel that is to be stopped is in a state that the 
player can see the symbols on the reel and display areas of other reels that are not to be stopped 
are in the state that a player can not see the symbols on those reels. However, Minoura discloses 
such a feature. The Applicant contested in the arguments submitted January 3, 2007 and January 
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18, 2007, that any attempted modification of Nishikawa's timing of the shielding would violate a 
principle operation of Nishikawa. However, Minoura discloses a similar end objective to 
distinguish a winning outcome (i.e. a bi g bonus win) by shielding all symbols that do not occur in 
the wining line (figure 8 and its related description thereof). In addition to this feature, Minoura 
also discloses the use of a liquid crystal display in front of a variable display device, similar to 
Nishikawa, during the spinning of the reels, such that the liquid crystal display shields all symbols 
while the/re being rotated until a player actuates a stop switch corresponding to the reel to which 
the player wants stopped. Minoura goes on to disclose that each of the reels display a "STOP" 
image corresponding to a stop switch to stop the reels (figure 7 and its related description 
thereof). Therefore, the modification of Nishikawa based on the teachings of Minoura would not 
violate the principle of the operation of Nishikawa as the end objective remains in tact, with 
additional steps to obtain said end objective as taught by Minoura. The liquid crystal display of 
Nishikawa is completely capable of performing such a step and only requires routine skill in the 
art to program. Both references are analogous and provide similar inventions regarding liquid 
crystal displays disposed in front of variable displays. Motivation to add the teachings of Minoura 
to Nishikawa stems from the knowledge of one of ordinary skill in the art that players of gaming 
machines enjoy mystery and excitement, thus, when shielding the reels during rotation provides 
the sense of mystery and provides for an increased gaming experience. See also paragraphs 0023- 
0034 of Minoura. 

With respect to claims 5-8, it was discussed and explained in the office action mailed 
April 27, 2006, that the electronic shutter is merely considered a second transparent liquid crystal 
display used for the purpose of shielding only. It was further discussed that adding a second 
transparent liquid crystal display involves only routine skill in the art (see the rejection, pages 5-6, 
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office action mailed 4/27/06). The explanation of the previous rejection is incorporated herein. 
Thus, it can be seen that the above discussion of modifying Nishikawa with the teachings of 
Minoura applies to claim 5, where the electronic shutter performs similar task as shielding device 
of claim 1. The [electronic] shutter is then the display that performs the shielding as described in 
Minouia, where the electronic shutter a transparent liquid crystal display that is substantially flat 
and substantially transparent. 

Claims 2: The liquid crystal display is considered an electronic shutter, as the display is a video 
display and "shutters" or blocks visibility of symbols. 

Claims 3 & 4: Nishikawa discloses the structure of the liquid crystal display capable as the 
shielding means for shielding the contents of the variable display, which is capable shielding via 
an effect display or bonus game. Thus, the shielding control means would control the shielding 
means to overlay the bonus game. The liquid crystal display is considered an electronic shutter, as 
the display is a video display and "shutters" or blocks visibility of symbols. 
Claim 9: Nishikawa discloses a lamp or light behind the display such symbols can be highlighted 
via illumination (paragraph 004). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the double patenting rejection have been fully considered 
but are not persuasive. See the double patenting section for a response and additional details to more 
clearly show a case of double patenting. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims MO have been considered but are moot in view of 
the new ground(s) of rejection. Additionally, a response to arguments is incorporated in the updated 
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rejections above, where the Examiner responds to the Applicants assertion that modifying Nishikawa 
may violate the principle operation of the invention. See the rejections above. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 
An older reference, US. Patent No. 4,718,672, issued to Okada (appears to be the Applicant) discloses a 
liquid crystal display disposed in front of a variable display device. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the 
mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE- 
MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the 
advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the 
mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Milap Shah whose telephone number is (571) 272-1723. The examiner can normally be 
reached on M-F: 9 :30AM- 6:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Robert Pezzuto can be reached on (571) 272-6996. The fax phone number for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application maybe obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system Status information for published applications maybe obtained 
from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http:/ /pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBQ at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9 199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 1000. 




M.B.S. 



pfflMAHV EXAMINER 



